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CURRENT TOPICS. 
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in the Long Vacation, the draft of which has 
After the 1st of October pleadings 
causes intended for the autumn 
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reference to the costs of interlocutory applications. Where 

applications have been ordered to stand to- the 

trial and are not then mentioned to the judge, the costs of such 

wy oar Fg costs at C) —- _ taxed 

accordingly, and n not mentioned in the judgment. 

Where such applications have been disposed of, but the costs 

have been reserved, such costs are not to be mentioned in the 

adgment or order, or allowed on taxation, without the special 
of the judge.” 





Tux nzrort of the General Council of the Bar on the work of 
the Queen’s Bench Division forms a scathing attack on the 
system by which—in the lan e of the report— the civil 
business of the High Court of Justice on the common law side 
6 attempted to be dealt with.” It commences by formulating 
the allegations made against the Division. They are five in 
number: (1) the constitution and procedure of the courts are 
devoid of order and method, of certainty and continuity, and 
the judges are uncertain from day to day where they are to sit 
and what business they will take ; (2) this leads to lack of zeal 
on the of the judges in dealing with the general cause lists 
‘and the partic cases they have to try; (3) when 
dirouits are on the courts open in London are never adequate to 
deal with the business of the Division ; (4) the sittings of the 
Divisional Courts are irregular, and their constitution unsatis- 
factory ; and, finally, the present circuit system is defective in 
every —— So far these are merely allegations, and the 
second is likely to remain so. In the nature of things it cannot 
be a to the test, and though the judges would work more 

ly under a better system, yet there is no ground for 
attributing to them any remissness in the work which under 
the present system chances to fall to their lot. 





.. Au tas other allegations, however, are most emphatically 
indorsed by the Oouncil. As to the general arrangement of 
= gy judges shew their mpenmens Dr having a 
ure prepared at the begeanin of the sittings 
and submitted for their approval; but the a9 is not adhered 
to, and in practice it is left for the Senior Associate to make 
from day to day such arrangements with the available j 
asare possible. ‘‘The result,” says the re “is m 
and confusion of a very serious character, and complete ignor- 
ance on the part of the judges as to the icular branch of 
with which they may be called upon to deal, or the nature of 
they may be called upon to try. The inadequacy of 
to deal with the business of the Division is suffici 
the state of the cause lists. The comparatively small 
cases disposed of during the first five weeks of the 
i recs ie — by new eg 3 ee 
of the report (August 5) the special j 
imereased from 189 to 207 ; the nnd ae ie 
j 268 to 328. The Council express 
oy OR ey 
© pop ief in the efficacy o in 
Courts.” We are sepeeably surprised to 
ph pe Paneth Nn) Se tee jelaes 
ago disap ’ that the judges, 
with result is now apparent, set themselves pot ears 
revive it. As to the Divisional Oourts the 
the Oouncil are equally emphatic. Divisional 
Oourts be kept open without seriously ages | the 
qever_< judges to deal with the cause lists, the 
recall the fact that their total abolition was pro by 
ught in the Bill which, as the 
1896, transferred applications 
urt of Appeal. With reference to the 
Circuit system, the Council feel it unnecessary to say more than 
that they agree with every word of the complaint. ‘‘ The 
sent circuit arrangements stand condemned by the profession.” 
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‘Wire THe circuit the Bar Council’s does 
= the Council wor 





support | 


the much-needed abolition of some of the assize towns. One of 
the complaints which they indorse is that towns are continued 
as assize towns at which: is generally—almost invariably— 
no business, either civil or criminal. To meet the other defects 
the Council urge an addition to the number of the judges 
of the Queen’s Bench Division, and an arrangement 
which actions shall be grouped in separate lists, each list to be 
assigned either to a single judge, as in the Chancery Division, 
or to a small rota of a et asin the Probate Division, and ag 
is at present done in the Queen’s Bench Division with to 
the commercial list. Atleast six courts, it is added, should sit 
continuously in London throughout the year for the trial 
of actions in the Queen’s Division, and until addi. 
tional judges are appointed, commissioners should, when neces- 
sary to carry out above arrangement, be sent on circuit, 
With the suggestion that there should be separate cause lists 
assigned to ome oF 2 ocmal rota of judges we cordi 
agree. Until is done the present confusion in the work 
the Division must necessarily continue. It will be the pris | 
towards evolving order out of chaos. The demand for addi 
judges would perhaps have been more likely to receive serious 
consideration had it taken definite form. The Council do not 
say whether they want two new judges or five, nor do they 
muke any proposal for the redistribution of the work. The 
course that should be taken is pretty obvious. The winding-up 
and bankruptcy business should be attached to the Chancery 
Division, and the judge who takes it made permanently a ju 
of that Division. The vacancy thus created in the Queen’s 
Bench Division should be filled up by the appointment of 4 
new judge. Further relief can be obtained by the abolition of 
Divisional Courts, and the improvement of the circuit er. 
ut the most pressing thing is to im pon each ju 
responsibility for some particular class of business. 





WE xopE that the letter of our esteemed correspondent, Mr, 
W. J. Fraser, which will be found in another column, will 
receive careful attention. We remarked last week that the trial 
of the new system in the administrative county of London would 
be a fair trial; meaning, as our subsequent remarks showed, 
that the Land Registry Office, instead of selecting a remote 
agricultural district for the experiment—which would not afford 
a fair test—had co usly chosen a district in which the 
transactions in land would be more numerous and varied than 
in any other part of the ype a We did not mean to say that, 
from the point of view of London landowners, the selection was 
unexceptionable, and our correspondent adduces good reason 
for believing that the district specified is larger than is necessary 
for the fair trial of the new system. We have not seen the Act, 
but we believe it provides that the Order in Council may be 
made as to “ of a county ’—the Bill certainly at one time 
so provided. portion of the administrative county of London 
north of the Thames would seem to provide sufficient scope 
for testing the working of the measure. One reason for limiting 
the district is to be found in the fact that, once established, the 
system will apparently, until abolished by Parliament, be for 
ever applicable to the experimental district, although it may 
have failed to provide the benefits contemplated by its pro 
moters. This isa rather serious consideration, and we think 
that the Lord Chancellor may well deem it edyiea eee 
shewn the good faith of the experiment by suggesting for tria 
the enormons district proposed—to yield to the representations 
of our corres: t and others, and limit the area to the 
epee n north of the Thames. If the ent proves success- 

within that area, extension to the district south of the Thames 
would almost necessarily follow at the end of the three years. 
But another reason for the restriction is to be found in the 
interest of the new system. If we were disposed to assist in the 
wrecking of a scheme which has now received the sanction of 
Parli t, we should wish for nothing better than a district 40 
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Tux Satz of Food ‘and Drugs Bill, which was introduced into 
the House of Commons by Mr. Cxarriy just before Parliament 
was prorogued, ought, if it becomes law next Session as is pro- 

} to $e valuable check on the adulteration of food. No 
Foubt the penalties for adulteration are too light; and in many 
cases they are not sufficiently heavy, in comparison with the 
large profits which may be made, to deter a dishonest tradesman 
from committing the offence. The Bill Pe ayers that the 
minimum fine for a second or subsequent offence shall be five 

unds, and that in the case of a third or subsequent offence 
imprisonment may be imposed without the option of a fine. 
The Bill further provides that where a convicted for 
the second time within twelve months of an offence under the 
Food and Drugs Acts, and the court before whom he is tried 
finds as a fact that he committed both offences knowi and 
willingly, the court may order that a notice of the facts be 
afixed to his premises for a period not ex twenty-one 
days, at the cost of the offender. If this proposal law, 
it ought to be a most powerful weapon in the hands of justice. 
It is rather hard to imagine that many customers would throng 
Mr. A.’s shop to buy his tea in the face of a large pot proms 
ent printed notice that he had just been convicted of selling as 
tea ‘‘a mixture composed of tea, sand, quartz, and em 
oxide of iron,” as was the fact in one reported case. Probabl 
the knowledge that a conviction may ruin his trade entirely wi 
do as much as the dread of imprisonment to keep the trades- 
man in the straight path. Under the present law, if a 
charged with adulteration prove that he himself bought the 
article in question with a written warranty of its purity, and 
that when he sold it he had no reason to doubt aS vie he is 
entitled to acquittal. This provision, however, — Bee 
fectly just in its —— aes ng, axa to of 
unnec mse, trouble, an > C) - 
tion having po sre Be of this pis | before the teal. Te 0 
obviate this, it is now proposed that a warranty shall not be 
available as a defence in such a case unless the defendant has, 
within seven days of receiving notice from the purchaser of his 
intention to take proceedings, sent to the paichaste @ written 
notice stating that he intends to rely on the warranty, and 
giving the name and address of the person from whom he 
ote it. > the law a he are also 

su which will no doubt save a great unnecessary 
expense. It is proposed that at the hearing of any charge 
under the Food and Drugs Acts the production by the defen- 
dant of a certificate of any public analyst shall be sufficient 
evidence of the facts stated therein, unless the 
requires that the analyst shall be called as a witness. Also, the 
certificate of any one of the Somerset House analysts is to be 
sufficient evidence of the facts stated, unless either party 
requires that the analyst be called as a witness. 





Tux pxcrston of the Court of Appeal as to discovery of doou- 
ments in the case of Frankenstein v. Gavin's Cycle Co, (1897, 
2Q. B. 62) raises a very serious diffi in way of & 
plaintiff who may have a perfectly good cause of action, but is 
unable to prove it without i ion of documents in the pos- 
Session of the defendant. e claim in that case was for 
damages for fraudulent representations contained in a 
pectus, the main mis-statement relied on being that “ 
wing had been received by the defendants from persons 
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ing to be enrolled as annual subscribers to the company.’ 
An order for discovery was obtained by the at and the 














ts filed an affidavit stating that th 12,500 appli- 
tations from proposed subscribers, but_¢ privil 
hem as fo: x part of their case alone, t tending tc 
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the whole basis of the plaintiff’s action; also that it was im- 
, ble for him to ascertain the truth BY wny other meune than 
. It may further be o jat in such ‘an action 
(at any rate) it could have done the defendants no possible harm / 


en 
that the documents were therefore privileged. The beara 





to disclose these documents 
must have put an 
that he would 
time. If, on the other 
eee — have 
right for the plaintiff to 
. Similar circumstances 
plaintiff may have a 
what is merely 
documents in the 
course at the trial 


suspicion into 


out a primd facie case, 
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right to enable a 
materiality and 
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member of the com is bound by the provisions of the memo- 
randum of Enastlativa vs though he had coiaed into a covenant 
to observe them, it is doubtful whether this construction really 
carries out the contract of the es. It would seem that from 
the moment of the allotment of a founders’ share the allottee is 

“under a contract to take fifty ordinary shares, and he would be 
bound, as Lord Luptow said, to accept an allotment of them. Prac- 
tically it may be the same if he gets subscribers elsewhere, but 
this is not the bargain which he has made. Had this view 
prevailed, it would apparently have had the very serious result 
of making the holders of the eighty founders’ shares liable to be 
placed on the register in respect of 4,000 ordinary shares. 





We nave reveived from the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society a copy of ‘The Records of the Society of Gentlemen 
Practisers in the Courts of Law and Equity called the Law 
Society,” which have been recently published with an introduc- 
tion by Dr. Epwix Frusurztp. The records, which were lately 
found by Mr. Witttamson, the secretary of the Incorporated 
Law Society, in the basement of the society’s premises, are 
extremely interesting and important for the light they throw on 
the circumstances of the profession in the last century, and also 
as showing the origin of the present Law Society. The records 
‘comménce in 1739, and continue without any considerable break 
until the year 1810. Then there is a gap till 1825, which it is 
possible may yet be filled up. Apparently the “gentlemen 

. first met together for convivial purposes, but they 
soon established their society upon a basis of greater utility, 
‘and they turned their attention both to disciplinary measures 
and to the tection of their own professional interests. The 
first is the minute of a meeting of the society held 

’ in February, 1739, at which the members declared their utmost 
abhorrence of ‘‘all male and unfair practice,” an expression 


“which we now use more shortly in the form of malpractice, and | i 


soon the society was actively en in getting 
unworthy practitioners struck off the rolls. Among the lawyers 
‘who were thus punished was Wrearuock:, the solicitor for one 
ofthe parties in the well-known highwaymen’s case. The 
introduction gives a full account of the litigation between the 
society and the Scriveners’ Company. We hope to notice the 
volume in some detail shortly. 





COMPOUND SETTLEMENTS: UNDER THE SETTLED 
: LAND ACTS. 


‘Larmry the doctrine of “compound settlements,” first promul- 
by Srretine, J,, in Aylesbury v. Iveagh (1893, 2 Ch. 345 
$7 Sortcrrons’ Journnat, 336), has received some novel 
and startling developments. 

In Re Meade’s Settled Estates (1897, 1 I. R. 121) trustees for 
the purpose of the Settled Land Act were appointed of a will 
empowered the tenant for life to charge the settled land 
pin money, jointure, and gem and to create a term for 
purpose; and it was held by Lawson, M.R., that after 
powers had been exercised by a settlement, the will and 
settlement formed together a compound settlement, and that, 
motwithetanding the appointment of the trustees of the will, it 
necessary to — trustees of this compound settlement 
et er e Settled Land Acts, to enable the tenant 
life to exercise the power of ing conferred on him 
the Settled Land Act, 1890,s. 11. In his judgment the 
‘Master of the Rolls, while admitting that the term derived 
validity from the will, and that for many purposes it was to 
ad as if it had been written into the will, held that it was 
of the settlement under which the lands were held, and 

the instrument creating it formed part of the settlement. 
Rs Meade has been followed and approved by Nonrrz. J., in 
Tibbets’ Estates (1897, 2 Oh. 149). this case a tenant for 
under a will appointed, under a power in the will, the 
compe vey oat Ee oe ee es 
times, on her secon third marriages she demised 
benefit, y the premiums on policies on her life, 
Were thereby sattiod. The estates tail were barred and the 
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estates resettled (subject to a power of appointment) to the uses 
declared by the will. On the marriage of one of her daughters 
part of the settled estates was demised by the tenant for life 
and her husband to trustees on trust to raise certain annual 
sums and to hold them on the trusts of a deed of even date, 
On an application to appoint trustees for the purposes of the 
Settled Land Act, Norru, J., approving of Re Meade as regards 
the portions and the term for securing them, appointed trustees 
for the purposes of the Act of the compound settlement consti- 
tuted by the will and the five deeds. 

It is tolerably clear from a perusal of the arguments that, in 
the opinion of Norrs, J., the trustees for the p of the 
Act of the will alone would have been unable to give a receipt 
for the moneys payable on a sale of the settled land. 

We do not intend to discuss the question whether these 
decisions can be supported or not. But from inquiries which 
we have made we are certain that, if the above-mentioned 
decisions are correct,.a very large number—perhaps a majori 
—of titles om gan on sales by a tenant for Fite under his 
statutory powers are bad. It has not hitherto been the practice 
on a sale by a tenant for life to inquire whether he has exer- 
cised powers of charging portions or jointures: a purchaser has 
been contented with taking a conveyance from the tenant for 
life on payment of the purchase-money to the trustees for the 

urposes of the Acts of the settlement under which he is tenant 
for life, without making Fe yar as to the existence of any 
subsequent instruments which may, together with the ee 
settlement, form a compound settlement. So that in cases where 
a compound settlement existed at the time of the sale the 
purchaser did not get a valid conveyance. 

There remains the question as to the liability of a solicitor 
for negligence who has accepted a title without making inquiri 
as to the existence of a compound settlement. There can be no 
doubt that a solicitor h erro truction on an 










\4 4 Man. & Gr, US, and (Fode 
Filion, 6 Bing. 460); and having regard to the general opinion 
of ath es on the construction of the Act, we may lay down 
without hesitation that a solicitor who has accepted a title with.’ 
out going into the question whether a compound settlement has / 
come into operation will be safe. 

We may perhaps add that, in our opinion, the decisions in 
question cannot be agrees. but, even if our view is. correct, 
a prudent solicitor will, until the decisions are reversed, act as 
if they were correct. It will therefore be the duty of solicitors to 
decline to accept a title where there is a compound settlement 








without seeing that trustees of that settlement for the purposes ie 
of the Acts are duly appointed. There may be difficultiesin 
ascertaining whether a compound settlement has been created. — 


The vendor’s solicitor may, in answer to inquiries, decline te 


state whether any settlement not appearing on the abstract has — 
been executed, in reliance on - fuck & Hill (10 Oh. D. $66), 
t to see how a purchaser can 


If this answer is given, it is di 


safely complete, for it will be observed that he only obtains the | | 


fee simple in cases where the conveyance is strictly in accordance | | 
with the Act—1.¢., if, among other things, he pays the purchase: | 


money to the proper persons, and if he pays it to the trustees of 
the a Aedisy settlement instead of the celles of the compound 
settlement, he will get nothing except that which the tenant for 
life can convey out of his own interest. 
We sup that few Acts of Parliament are better draws 
than the , i] b 
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asked for, and were 
skill and labour employed on the Act of 1882, will, if 
be decisions we pen nc ag w aa be a — — 
of expense, owing to n applying to the court f 
the purpose of having trustees of the compound settlement 
appointed, and they will afford a most striking instance of 


maxim “new inventions of assurance are dangerous” (Oo. 
Lit. 3775). 


Ww 
ing bar, their comments were 
y attended to. Yet, in me of the 
the 


i feb era SA vie wordy be peaned e 
bi te ” Ff = 
Fido thet oo long’ an a bdeapood asUlemeat® oxic, the. Canal 


Aug. 14, 1897. 9 i 
— > 









































| ‘ 


‘ 
| 
| 
! 
| 


eS Wei 


a = ee™ «a» ee eee oe oe «ot eee oe eee 








397. 

=s 
he uses 
ighters 
lor life 
annual 
n date, 
of the 
egards 
rustees 
consti- 


hat, in 
of the 
receipt 







these 
which 
itioned 
ajori 

ler i 
ractice 
3 exer- 
yer has 
nt for 
lor the 
tenant 
of any 


where 
le the 


licitor 
juiries 
be no 
on an 
negii- 
iro ¥ 
pinion 
y down, 
) with- 
nt has / 





ons in 
orrect, 
act as 
tors to 
lement 
Tposes 
ties in 
reated. 
line te 
ot has 
, $65), 
er can 
ins the 










> local 


eds ee 








~ 7% 





Aug. 14, 1897. | THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. [Vol. 42. 


79 
for the of the Act of the earlier of the instruments| Ths Public Health Act, 1875.—Statutory powers to mortgage 
which s er constititute the compound settlement shall be | rates are Nontly conteaas on eee seietean, 0 2ieanee 
trustees for the purposes of the Acts of the compound settle- | to the provi the Public Health Act, 1875. 
sash, andl ahght to be velecapeniteh, of rates under that Act require the sanction of the 

In the meantime it may be convenient to insert in every | Government Board (section 233), and every mortgage must be 
settlement a provision to the effect following: ‘The said A.| by deed (section 236), which must state the date, consideration, 































and B. and the survivor of them, or other the trustees or trustee | aad the time and for repa and must be under the 
for the time pe g of these presents, shall be the trustees of | common seal of local ; & form of mortgage is 
these presents and of any compound settlement consisting of | scheduled to the Act. ‘ 


these presents and any other instrument or instruments for the 
of the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890.” It cannot be 
Joubted that where a settlement is effected by more than one 


instrument a declaration in the original settlement that certain| The restrictions imposed by the Act are (section 234) :— 
to be borrowed except for 


persons are to be trustees of the com settlement will be (1) The money is not permanent 
sufficient ; it comes within the letter of the Settled Land Act, works. 
1882, s. 2 (8), and all persons taking under the settlement which (2) The money borrowed is not at any time, with the 
is made after the original settlement necessarily take under the previous loans, to exceed in 
original settlement, and are bound by it. But, on the other the whole the assessable value for two years of the 
hand, an appointment of trustees under the later settlement will bag ble within the district. 
be ineffectual during the continuance of the earlier settlement, (8) the sum proposed to be borrowed with such 
unless indeed all ne ee eee cos exceed the assessable value of such 
eui juris and are able to convey the land subject to the uses of premises for one year the Local Government Board are 
the original settlement for the whole of the estate thereby not to give their sanction to the loan until one of their 
settled except the estates carved out of it by the new settlement. inspectors has held a local inquiry and reported to the 
(4) she meney Seay be Eeeeaee ee ae not exoeed- 


MORTGAGES OF RATES. 
I. 
Somx notes on mortgages of rates may, it is thought, be service- 
security. 












able in the tion of such a ;. and where the money is borrowed for the 
Sealelan ater ah, local authority cannot mortgage the rates purpose of discharging a previous — time for 
unless power for the purpose 16 p R . Weeea, wate of must not extend unexpired 
6 Q. B.D. T83). of the for which original loan was 
peiriten—te ee es except so far as sanctioned, with the sanction of the Local 
he may be e y 6 e statutory power, Government Board. 





T} estrictions on the borrowing power of th 


otherwise he not 

fain a valid security (Az parte Watson, 21 Q. B.D. 301). In 
the case of a municipal corpora‘ion, however, if the restrictions 
have not been complied with,a m may maintain an 
action for debt (Payne v. Mayor of Brecon, 3 H. & N. 572), and 
it seems that a transferee for value without notice of any irregu- 










larity is in some cases protected (Webb v. Commissioners of Horne 
, L. R. 5 Q. B. 649). authorized to (section 31). 
inoipal restriction.—The principal restriction is that no} The local rates are to by the issue of debentures 
mortgage of a rate can be e without ion of some| or annuity (sections 5 and 7) containing 


blic authority, which is in most cases the 
oonl. A mortgage without this sanction is void (Zz parte 
Watson, 21 Q. B. D. 301). 

Other oy vp ear a relate to he —— 
which may rrowed, the e 0 yment, pose 
pes for which money may be rained. a 

ere the mortgage m is repayable by instalments, 
local authority cannot me without the consent of the 
except by such instalments (Guardians of West 
Derby Union vy. Metropolitan Life Assurance Society, 1897 1 Ch. 
335 ; ante, p. 669. : ' 
asad The are several statutes which relate 
ly to mortgages of rates. 

The Commégsionors Clauses Act, 1847,—The Commissioners 

porated im gpecial Acts ne ike steele alia 
8 authori. 

works by improvement commubichenath and others. aes 
ose under its provisions (section 75) must be by deed, 

must be duly stamped and must state the consideration. 
The mortgage must be made under the common seal of the 
commissioners if they are a body corporate, or if they are not a 
gely ceepornte must be executed by the commissioners or any 
fiveof them. A form of mortgage is given in the schedule to 
the Act, The Act also contains provisions as to priority (section 
75), as to registration of mortgages (section 76), as to transfers 
(sections 77 and 78), as to payment of fapooast (contion 70), os 
to repayment within a limited time (sections 80, 81, 82, and 83), 
a to fund (section 84), and as to enforcing the 
security (sections 86 and 87). 








10 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Aug. .14, 1897. 








8. 
g 


ground of any defect in the power or title of the 
a - (section 19). The mortgages are to be taken in 
of the secretary to the commissioners (section 20). 
Act also contains provisions as to interest (section 10), 
to repayment (section 10), and confers on the commie- 
here there is default in repayment, power to make 
the rate mo d (section 23). A form of mortgage 
ibed (sections 27 and 51), but the fact of the secretary 
Loan Commissioners being a party is conclusive evidence 
to form (section 32). Power is given to the Treasury, on the 
ion of the commissioners, to suspend payment for 
years of principal and interest (section 37). Provisionis 
made for substituting one security for another (section 38). 
works enumerated in the 


ey 


of 


Bae 


ued 


schedule are very comprehen- 


or) 


local authorities to execute. 
the foregoing remarks it would appear that the present 
the law respecting mortgages of rates demands a con- 
Act containing provisions uniformly applicable to 
of rates p Ane | local authority, which Act should be 
made applicable to all existing cases, and be incorporated in all 
measures conferring a power on local authorities to mort- 
gage rates. The mortgagee should in all cases be relieved of 
any obligation to inquire into the application of the mortgage 


a 





LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


. Bras Passep mvro Law.—On the 6th inst. the Royal Assent was 
oes Metropolitan and .other Police Courts, Patent Office 
“E ion, Public (Whitehall) Site, Poor Law Officers’ Super- 
annuation Act (1896) Amendment, Chaff-cutting Machines (Accidents), 


Merchant (Und ing), Cotton Cloth Factories, Poor 

Law, Ghent Persons, Police (Property), School Boards’ 
Infant Life Protection, Isle of Man (Church Buildi 

)), Volunteers, Weights and Measures a System), Naval 

Works, Burials Joint Committee, Dan us Performances, Yorkshire 


Conanem, Post Office and Telageaphn acilities and Pensions), Metro- | possible 
‘olice (Borrowin: he Mili “Aachen District 


tary 
(Water Supply Facilities), Public Works Loans, Arch- 
deaconry of London (Additional Endowments), Expiring Laws 
Continuance, Workmen (Com ion for Accidents), Foreign Prison- 

tan Water Compani t Shipping 


Goods, , panies, Merchan 
tage), Post Office Sites, and Land Transfer 
and to oy oa number of Provisional Order and private Bills. 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—Allow me to express =! grateful acknowledgments for the 
you have adopted with _—_ to the Land Transfer 


Bill, now an Act. At the same time, I ee ee ee 
in of the whole of the administrative county of 
being for a trial of the system. 

It should be remembered that the experiment will, if it should fail, 
be irrevocable so far as the county of don is concerned, and that 
it is proposed to experiment a that enormous district simply for 

purpose of ascertaining whether the system shall, if it succeeds, 
hereafter be extended to other parts of the county. 
ground that the whole thing is an experiment, 
for whicl:no one is at all anxious, except, perhaps, the officials of the 
Land Registry Office, the district to be operated upon should, at 
least, be.selected with some desire to confine the experiment within 
reasonable limits. 

When the number and nature of the transactions which of necessity 
take place day by day in the administrative county of London 

the is at work is considered, it is perfectly obvious that 
it is wholly unnecessary to select so @ district to secure a fair 
trial. The district com the administrative county of London 
is quite of modern and its boundaries are at present very little 

c reasons for selecting this district is, I understand, that 
ae eT re nated, witha the district Now, if this 
Sa eee, One © Sais ond reggcuale trial io devia’. why ach confine 

p experiment, say, to so m oO original county of Middlesex 

as iz y situated within the aiiministeative county ct 


Bi; 
f 


Breer : 
London, or so much oaied coms tet aa 


within the jurisdiction of the 


and comprise the principal works which are in the power | the 





these districts would surely offer adequate area for a fair trial. If 
the m fails, as is not impossible, the smaller the area, so long as 
it affords a fair trial, the better it will be for all parties. 

When gentlemen of so much eminence. as Mr. Gedge, M.P., and 

Mr. B. G. Lake, coupled with the Attorney-General, differ as to the 
scope and effect of the Act, as is evidenced by the recent corre- 
spondence in the Times and the last debate on Bill in the House 
of Commons, and when, as is most likely, both the Lord Chancellor 
and the Attorney-General would fail to pass a satisfactory examina- 
tion as to the nature and effect of the Act, and possibly also Mr, 
Lake might not do very well, it is surely only wise and just, apart from 
other obvious considerations, that the area to be operated —— 
be no Jarger than the necessities of the case demand. hy, then, 
propose to this experiment into the extensive district of es 
south of the and why not, for example, limit it to s0 much 
of the county of London north of the Thames as is situated within 
original coupty of Middlesex. 
Notwithstanding the period of the year and the apathy and 
indifference of solicitors generally, by reason of the growing demands 
upon their time, I do. hope that some well-directed effort may be 
made, unless its necessity is avoided by the Lord Chancellor and 
others adopting a wise and statesmanlike course of action, to prevent 
the experiment taking place in an unnecessarily large and incon- 
venient area, so that the system can be easily extended if it proved a 
success, and the resulting evils reduced if the system fails. 

I cordially and gratefully acknow: the debt the profession is 
under to Mr. B. G. Lake for his past able and anentie efforts, and 
I neg regret, if it becomes me to say so, that if I rightly under- 

his recent efforts, I am_unable to ize the advantage they 
have been either to the public or to the profession. It may well be 
that the continued and pemorenns efforts of the Land Registry 
officials, who perhaps have had little else to do, wy proved too 
much, Mr. Lake has at length, tired and weary,. been forced to give 


wa . 

Bat the scheme is either good or bad. If, as is generally believed, 
it is the latter, by those most competent to judge, and who have no 
other than the public interests to serve, | ve given way: but 


having given way and an experiment being why propose to 
apply the test to an admittedly much too a district, when in 
le? A really skilful 


case of failure the injury seems to be i 
covetes siege confines his experiments within 
‘ble limits. 

And here I say nothing as to the Bill having been forced through 
Parliament in “its expiring hours, when most, of the members 
represen’ the menenelly had necessarily for 
oy and other pomts can be better dealt with later on 

en—if, as I hope may not be the case, it shouid be necessary— 
some united and effective steps can be taken by solicitors and others 
in the various districta of the metropolis to call attention to those 

ds upon which it may be fairly contended that the experiment 
ould take place within a reasonably limited area, and where, if the 
seheane Sale te. seleeeee which must ensue will be as small as 


Perhaps it should be added that I write, not merely 
solicitor, but as one of the proposed victims. It i 
have one arm amputated to see if a similar ope 

benefit entire strangers ; but, a amp eee 
of the Thames, I resolutely against suffering the loss 
another arm before the effect of the operation upon the first can 
fully ascertained. W. J. 

2, Soho-square, W., Aug, 11. 
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CROSSING. CHEQUES ON. ACCOUNT OF PAYEE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
Sir,—With all deference to Mr. J. A. Scully, I doubt very muchif 
the case cited him (National Bank v. Silke) can be relied on @ 


supporting his view. The case a) decided without 
—_. i or Li , L.J., could hardly have made the 
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cheque to Moriarty’s account when have received it”; and 
he says nothing to throw doubt on the of such a 
An ‘‘ indorsement ’’ need not be written on the back of the cheque ; 
and it seems to me(to say the least) very arguable that the i 
~crossing in National Bank v. Silke, and that suggested by your corre- 
spondent J. G. G., should be held to constitute, with the indorsement 
on the back, a restrictive indorsement within the meaning of section 
35 of the Bills of Exchange Act. Taking the 
indorsement in blank together, they seem the exact equivalent of the 
illustration given in section 35 (1): ** Pay D. for the account of X.” 
Such an indorsement creates a indi 0 Se 
Byles on Bills, p. 181, 14th ed.). However this may be, it seems to 
me that the matter can pry beyond ee or 
of drawing the cheque to the drawer’s own order, and 
it specially to the creditor’s bankers for the account of their customer. 
August 9. L. W. L. 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
DRAFT RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 
[To come into operation 24th October, 1897.] 
OrnpER XXX., Rutz 1. 


Rule 1 () of the Rule of the Supreme Court (May), 1897, shall be 
read with the addition of the following words :— 

“ or to enter judgment in default of appearance under Order XXVIL., 
Bule 2.” 


OrpER XXX., Rute 8. 


In any action to which Rule 1 of this Order applies, if the plaintiff Ps! 


does not within 14 days from theentry of the defendant’s appearance 
take out a summons for directions under this Order or for summary 
jud = ay od — etd the oe shall be - liberty to 
a or an Order to dismiss the action and w such application 
the , brn may either dismiss the action on oth teens as may be 
just or may deal with such application in all respects as if it were a 
summons for directions under this Order. 


RULE OF THE SUPREME COURT, AUGUST, 1897. 
OnpzR LXIV. 


Rules 4and 5 of Order LXIV. of the.Rules of the Court, 
1883, are hereby -annulled, and the following Rules be eub- 
stituted in lieu thereof :— 

4, Order LXIV.] In causes intended to be tried during the 
Autumn Assizes at any ‘aaa for which the Commission Day 


is fixed by Order. in for a day f 
2 Degember, summonses may be issued and may 
am delivered, or filed in the acation on and 


after the Ist day of October in any year, but pleadings shall 
not be amended, delves, er, Stel aihtak ony Other sesh of 
such vacation, unless by direction of the Court or piedee. 

5. Save as in the last preceding Rule mentioned, the of 


for easentlin fslivering, vain oie peste eaiens other 
or , Or an - 
wise directed. by the Court or a Jo 4 
The 4th of August, 1897. 

(Signed) Harspury, C. 


RoMER, 
a R. B. Frvtay. 
» H. H, Cozens-Harpy. 
ia Ww. GoppEn. 
THE FINANCE ACT, 1894. 
Orpzr mm Covnct. 

Whereas section twenty (3) of ‘‘The Finance Act, 1894,” it is 
enacted ry Majesty the Queen may, by Order in penn nd 
that section to any B Possession where yA ne pero ye 
Restho law standk:deanatien either no duty is respect of pro- 
peietinatads the United Kingdom when Lamers tag death, or that the 

80 


esty vested, is by and 
af her Privy Qouncil, to or , and We neceteprentereh thas te tereatiath 


THE COUNTY COURTS ACT, 1888. 





‘ol. 41. 18 

















section of ‘‘ The Finance Act, 1 ay 


three, as relates to the Winter, Easter 
N Circuit, and to the Assizes on the Wo and South 
Wales Circuits ; and the said Order in Council shall take effect subject to 
the substitution made ype SK Bey = 
printed may be printed the substitution made 8 OT mie: 
Oracurrs or THe Jupaxa—Crvit. AND CriminaL. 

at Northern. Se —_ 

in 
Town. Chester. 

‘Commission Days. 

11 |January il ... 

” ” 12 ed 

” » WB 

> a ae 

” » 16 ... 

” ” 17 - Appleby 

ai os ae een 

va oo - ae Carlisle 

* » 20 ... 

10 ” 22 - 

” » B .. 

a » 24 ...| Lancaster 

x 99. Owe 

90 » 26 .. 

8 »» 27 ...| Manchester (2) 

o .. aoa 

2 rt 

S ee ES 

» |February1..... 

” ” 2. 

” ” 2 " 

” ” ” 

= a 

” ” Tow 

” ” 8 . 

is ees ae 

“i «rn 

a so. Sa 

ms » 18 ...| Liverpool (2) 





4 ... 
16 ... 


~ 
Oo 


17 


SASESs 
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is 
gi to the other three calendar months’ notice to quit, or of his intention 
of , a8 the case may be, on any day of the year.”” The said of 


712 
8 March 1... | Easrzn O1govrr 
= egret, ere Beaumaris 
bie ae geet Ruthin 
7 ” . “4 | eee Brecon sei | Northern. 
” ” eos! — 
” ” : vee| Mold | Presteign April m 
” ” *e . a 
” ” is oe Chester (2) . 13 
” rs 12 oe a “ 
et ons 5 
2a Se "f | ier 
. = ag ee | Cardiff (2) 18 | 
” ” 16 ih j " 19 | 
” » 17 -| | “2 20 
” ” = = 
z gee — Northern. 
’ ” } 
” ” 22 i 
” ” 23 
” » 24 
” » 26 April 21 
” ” 27 ” 22 
” » 28 (End) . = 
ne » 26 
> 
Avtumw Cracvir, 3 4 
Criminal Business only, except where otherwise stated. May 1 ‘i oe 
2 ver, 
" (Civil and Criminal). 
Autamn Assizes. eo & 
‘ 4 
Northern. ae 
9 6 
Commission Days. 5 
” 9 
_. oa 
October 25 i. 
n 2 13 
” 27 » 15 
” 28 » 16 
so 80 _ = iz 
” 31 -~ - BS (End). 
November 1 Carlisle. 
2 
es When Whit Sunday shall fall before the twenty-first of May, these 
” 4 Lancaster. days shall be altered so as to enable these circuits to be finished on the 
” 6 Thursday before Whit Sunday. 
7 
“1 8 Manchester (2) 
(Civil and Criminal). 
ae CASES OF THE WEEK. 
ll 
a Court of Appeal. 
” 14 Re THE AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS (ENGLAND) ACT, 1883. 
” . KING v. EVERSFIELD. No.1. 6th August. 
te 17 LanDLogp anp Tewant—Tanancy From Year To YRan—Manrxet GaRpEn—~ 
18 Cram For ComPENsaTion By Ourcorne Tanant—AcricuLtuRAL Hoipines 
4 20 (Enxotanp) Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 61), s. 6l_—Manxer Garpunans’ 
m 21 Compznsation Act, 1895 (58 & 59 Vicr. c. 27), 8, 4. 
” 22 This was an appeal from the decision of Day and Lawrance, JJ., who, 
” 23 sitting as a Divisional Court, reversed the decision of His Honour Judge 
” 24 Martineau, sitting at the Hastings County Court. The question raised was 
” 25 whether the plaintiff was a tenant from year to year under a contract of 
on 27 pee gee (2) tenancy wi! the meaning of section 61 of the Agricultural H 
(Civil and Criminal). Cingienty Act, 1883, so as to entitle him to claim compensation under 
” = . t Gardeners’ Compensation Act, 1895, which forms part of the former 
ct. 
. 30 Bection 61 provides that 0 “ contenst of tmancy mesas a letting of 
December 1 agreement for the of, land for a term of years, or for lives, or for lives 
” “ and years, or from year to year.” By the Market Gardeners’ Compensation 
” 4 Act, 1895, the Agricultural Hol Act is extended to market gardens. 
” 5 By an dated the 22nd of October, 1886, the defendant let to 
” 6 the plaintiff a piece of garden at St. *s-on-Sea, at the rent 
” 7 of £19 12s. a year, from the 29th of ber, 1886, payable quarterly, on 
” 8 the four usual quarter days for pa of rent in every year. The agres- 
” 9 ment provided as follows :—“ the tenant agrees to pay the said rent at 
” ll thé tienes afocestid, and to ua the sald. gremiaes as gurdce ground nly, aa 
” 12 to manure, crop, and caltivate the same in a husbandlike manner. it 
” = (End). hereby agreed that the tenancy may be determined by either party 
15 
16 
18 
19 
20 
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that he was not a tenant within the i 
int a referee on his own 
for the appointment of a referee under 
principal ya ee county court ju oe vs 
agreement a year to year wii meaning 
was created, and that the plaintiff was entitled to the 
and he accordingly made an order for the 
to the Divisional Court, w: 
From this decision the plaintiff no 
ze, M.R., A. L. Surrn, and Ries, 


Esuzr, M.R., in giving judgment, said the question before the 
court was not what would be the result between the 
inted, but simply whether the plaintiff was su 
county court judge to appoint a referee to decide what 
plaintiff might be entitled to. The Agricultural 
relieve a certain hardship—namely, that when a 
his term, the whole value of any improvements 
during his tenancy went to the landlord. It was 
be construed strictly, but he, the learned judge, th 
it strictly, they ought to construe it 
tenant. The court had next to 
ent of October, 1886, under which the 
1896, held this land and paid rent. It was plain as possible 
letting here, and that the relation of landlord and tenant was 
his opinion the tenancy created was a tenancy from 
ent clause in the agreement, that the tenancy 
iving to the other three months’ 


of tenancy within 


was of opinion that 


reversed the udgment of 
the county court j j 


if a referee were 


a 
F 


z 
By B 
ah 


F 


EF 


& 


¢ 
g 


il 


cS) 
a 


: 
: 


é 
Ss 


| 


& 
! 


! 


eaning of section 61, 
therefore entitled to have a referee appointed to determin 
sation he was entitled to under the Market Gardeners’ Act. 
A, L, Surru, L,J.—The question the Court had- to 
this agreement was a contract of tenancy within section 6 
the plaintiff to claim compensation under secti: 
Act, which section in his opinion meant that a 
come under the Act, must 
from year to year. Did the agreement of October, 1886, 
from year to year, or did it only create a tenancy for a 
rent was a yearly rent, payable quarterly, and in his 
tenan year was intended. 
ught, a tenancy from year to 
a three months’ notice to quit, and he did not think 
this proviso cut down the tenancy £0 as to constitute it a tenanc 
months to three months. This was, th wi 
of the principal Act, and the plaintiff was therefore entitled to 
sation under section 4 of the Market Gardeners’ Act of 1895. The learned 
proens of James,L.J., in Re Threifall, 29 W.R. 


ent to the same effect. Appeal allowed. 
Rawlinson ; Levett, Q.C., and Borall. 
Soticrrors, Langham, Son, ¢ Douglas; Savory $ Stevens; for Mann 
Knight, Hastings. 

[Reported by E. G. Srituwett, Barrister-at-Law. j 


SYKES v. SYKES. No. 2, 


Consveat Rients—Peririon ror ALIMONY 
PRINCIPLES REGULATING— 


! 


a tenant under a contract 


ial 


a whole, it was, he 


So & 


Fa. 


judge referred to the 
28, 16 Ch. D., at p. 28 
Riasy, L,J., also delivered ju 

—Counszt, Channell, Q.C.,- an 


oe 


Drvornce—ResTITUTION OF 
Penpente Lire—Amount or ALIMoNy, 
Dispute as TO Amount or Husnann’s Incomze—Arripavir BY Hussanp 
as TO HIS Mzans—Onper THAT HE ATTEND TO BE OROSS-EXAMINED ON 
nis AFrIpAviIT—DiscreTion or Reoistrar or Jupgze—Drivorce Rvuizs, 
1865, rules 86, 191. 

rder made by Gorell Barnes, J 
Lady Sykes, the wife of Sir 


Baronet, was , petitioning for restitution of conj rights. She also 


Orn. evidence. he 

culars of his means, 
year. Thereupon the 
the Divorce Rules, for an order that he shoul 
for the purpose of showing that her statement as to his means, and not 
own account, was correct. The i 
allowed alimony pendente lite at the rate of £3,000, w! 
sufficient even if the husband's means were what the 
appealed to Gorell Barnes, J., who affirmed the master’s order. Lady 8S 


Covrr (Lovie, Lord Luptow, and Carrry, L.JJ.) dismissed 


tEy, L.J., said: This is an appeal from an order made by 
refusing to order the respondent, Sir Tatton Sykes, to 
examined on his affidavit in answer to the 

tioner has filed a petition for 
ion for alimony pendente lite,in which she 
e is £18,000 a year from investments, a 
and £14,000 a year from the sale of yearlings. 

an affidavit which strikes us all—and I ha’ 
care—as full, and fair, and sufficient ; that is to sa 
and itis not one which could usefu 
’ regards his investments, 

estments, and shows that his income 

instead of £18,000, There is nothing to lead us 


a 


appl ender Hale 5 


refused to make such an order 
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for the purpose SS In connection with 
read Rule 91, w! strikes me as important, and which states the 
practice more fully. “All for an allotment of alimony 
ae a, oe ee of permanent alimony heretofore 
made the Court by motion in of Rules 89 and 91 
shall hereinafter ‘bo referred to one of the registrars at the principal 
registry, who shall investigate the averments in petition for alimony, 
witcrasys, aati’, 1 be thinks S& ahill be as Hbeaty fo neque te 
or ’ 
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| Reported by R. C. Macxzxziz, Barristor-at-Law. | 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC v. LA COMPAGNIE FRANOCO-BELGE DU 
CHEMIN DE FER DU NORD DE LA REPUBLIQUE SUD 
No. 2. 4th August. 

Practice—Action ron Apporntusnt or New Trustezs—Forzicn Srare 
Pramrtirr—Counrzr-cLam ror Damaces vor Linst—Exctupive 
Counrer-cLam—R. 8. C., 1883, onp. XIX., x. 27; onv. XXI., zn. 15. 


This was an appeal from a decision of North, J. The plaintiff republic 


| 





pen apd ay ays for the Sows tress — 
Seanhons sclleng cemie. tatte in a bank in the names of 
ten teunkoen, stp of ahi. caeeuinel tiv GREEN GER other the 
defendants. The trastee had died. By their defence the de- 
fendants su | that it would be inequitable that the should 
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again be placed under the control of the plaintiffs, by being placed in joint iatom how mfoiguanylid det aneent dieses, att O68 
names otherwise, terms in it out under that rule. If it 

“ tenon ol i Ped etinale strike it out the other. The baved question is Chlee 


the i 
pow ag y way of counter-claim the defendants claimed (inter alia) 
£100,000 damages for « libel alleged to be contained in a letter dated the 


Sth of June, 1895, which the Government Commissioner of Railways of the 
South African Republic had written to the defendant, and sent for publica- 


* tion.to the London Stock Exchange, where it was accordingly published. In 
libel consisted of statements that the conditions of the 
granted by the Government of the South African ublic had 


refused to grant a quotation of the shares of the defendant company, 
company suffered serious injury. North, J., on the — of 
cain for dc sande encotsnateiiing out of the counter-claim the defendant’s 
f x, Lord Luptow, and Currry, L.JJ.) dismissed the 

upon counsel for the respondents, 


1H 
i 


+, said: I have not the slightest doubt North, J., was quite 

right in this order. Whether he might have gone further, and 
atruck out more, I do not know, and I do not propose to inquire; but what 
he has done is merely to strike out from the counterclaim paragraph 47, 
which is a claim for damages for libel. Now the question is a very curious 
and one. It is an action by the South African Republic, which 
I not say any more about, and the object of the action is a ly to 
protect a fand in which the iffs claim an interest. fund was 
_ftanding in the names of two trustees, one nominated by the plaintiffs, and 


ts. The plaintiffs’ nominee appears to have died, and 
ject, and the real object as far as I know, of the action is to 
appointment of another trustee in place of the one who is dead, 
the fund, which was of course standing in the name of the 
hich is now in Court. Fe a 
the substance of which is stated quite shortly in . 
will read: ‘This defendant Company, therefore, submits it 
inequitable that the said funds should be again placed within the 
the plaintiff Republic either by their being placed in joint names 
otherwise except upon the terms of the plaintiff Republic agreeing to ob- 
the arrangement whereby the same was placed in joint names, and to 
out the 8 of the said concession, and to do justice to this defendant 
day is in substance their defence, and in su of that 
it would be inequitable that the fund should be again 
the control of the plaintiff Republic, they set forth certain 
hich in their view would make it inequitable to place this 
Be control of the plaintiffs. Amongst ‘the things they rely 
ve 
Mr 
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t. into theirgdefence, is a letter which was written and 
y . Smi : en Bele ao ee 
London Stock Exchange, which is said to be a libel, and which I 

for the present purposes to be a libel, subject to any question of 
=< the like. the defendants, having put — as their 
) in a counter-claim ing various allegations, and containing 
epee. ween 30 om ee — J. pag er i ae 
company sustai great and grievous reason 

culiie Auleedatt eomquay and ie tealnen, cclsiaine’ tr the-ert 


Peete 
ly 


later 


er of the 8th of June, 1895, so addressed by the commissioner of the 
plaintiff wepetic, and published to the London Stock Ex a8 
aforesaid ; allegations in the said letter as to the administration of this 
ceRanaph compen leaving much to be desired, and as to the conditions of the 
concession not sna pens Culp Slee taint do Sen. untrue.” .Then 
claim £100,000 for that. The judge has struck that out, and 
the is from aan pom agp Bor a Peterman 
suing or sued here, and the actions, 
or actions beine brought for libel against Ae gag end I treat this as an 
action by a foreign Government who submits to the jurisdiction of the 
Court as regards all matters which are properly raisable in such an 
action. _Amongst such questions as can be raised are the questions 
Sis aT teggple tok athe to, tho ach the. f 
suppose ject to the es, the question 0’ 
libel may be raised. Sev. euaud this were an : 
by an ordinary individual, subject to the jurisdiction of the court. 
Let us treat it like that. Does anyone sup for a moment that this 
that is what it really fa, call it what you like—that this 
(2 pore ype Geng dba yy T tried. he Stone with that other clot ? 
it an here with 0 
‘The question has only to be asked to answer itself. Of course it would not. 
What would be done, whether the thing would be struck out, or whether 
= = pour er of oo aoe Queen’s a Division, 
; se any judge in the Chancery 
would strike it out and leave the fag a 
is precisely what North, J., has done. Then it is ted ont, and 
truly — out, that the position of the defendant would be very different 
if he an ordinary opponent in the shape of « plaintiff, against whom he 
could bring 2 cross-action. It is said, and it is true, ta i 
a not Be egainst the present plaintifs, unless they submit to be sued 
here, and y we are asked to put them upon the terms of submitting 
to be sued here in an action for libel. How can we? It seems to me 
absolutely wrong. Whether it is under Order 21, r. 15, or under Order 19, 
r. 27,1 myself eay it falls under both. I say & joining of 
this action for libel with this action for the appointment of new trustees 
the of funds is very seriously in the words of Order 19, 
$24, to “ prejudice or embarrass the fair jrial of the action,” I do not 
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[Reported by R. C. Macxznzre, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division, 
Re STUART, SMITH v. STUART. Stirling, J. 6th, 7th, and Sth July, 


Trustes—Iupnorsn Investuent—Lianuaty or Taustes—Jvuprcrat Tavs. 
regs Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vicr. c. 35), s. 3—Onpans Maps Berons Paserng 
oF Act—D1screrion or Court. 


The facts in this case were as follow: On summons there 
eee Oe Oe ee ee. ee 1893, . err Hh are 
e respective values mortgage securities fo 
trusb estate, and whether they are sufficient separ ee th = 


8 

advanced, or for any and what of such moneys v 

sh oe ei fal Ta ah 
an case the or any of, them a) 

inoufficlent, under what  ciroumstances sai Whoun the eye | 


advancing such money, and whether such investments we 
* On the 25th of November, 1894, certain rior acon ad 
the nal estate of | 


an account of 





ae 


a view to avo expense it will be neces- 
qo ada aaa for the case 


a breach of. trust. 
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satisfied. That section applies to the 
a3 well as to any other matter. Thea 
by ant on in Barker v. Ivi (45 
case has béen approved by the Court of Appeal, and I it what has been 
laid down*by Byrné, J., as a guide to myself. It 
trustee to shew that he has acted and it is fair to 
consider whether the trustee would have acted as he did if he had been 
lending mbney on his own account. [His lordship considered the evidence 
at some length and came to the conclusion that the investment was not 
one which' the trustee would have made on his own and that he 
was therefore not entitled to any relief under the section ] 
Graham Hastings, Q.0., and C. Macnaghten, QC. ; , Q.0., and £. 
Ford; Willis Bund; Fooks; Randall. Soxscrrons, Mear $ Fowler ; Withalls 
$ Belton ; B. H. Goddard ; E. T. Randali ; Ivimey. 

, [Reported by J. I. Brinuixe, Barrister-at-Law.] 


BRITISH NATURAL PREMIUM PROVIDENT ASSOCIATION (LIM.) v. 
BYWATER. Byrne, J. 6th July and 6th August. 
Pracrice—Costs—Intrerioccrory AppiicationOosts Russrven—Jvupe- 
MENT SILENT As TO Ressrvep Cosrs. 


This was an agplieetion as to costs in an action by an assurance ponent 
to set aside a policy taken out in 1893 by the defendant Bywater 
creditor, the defendant Smallwood, upon the life of B 

was subsequently deposited by way of equitable ity with the defen- 
dant Harris. On the 13th of July, 1896, am order was made by Kekewich, 
J., giving leave to the plaintiff to deliver certain interrogatories to the 
defendants. Another order was made on the 26th of July, 1896, for leave 


RB. 272; 1897, 1 Oh. 196). That 


fora further in tory to be added. These ha been answered, 
the plaintiffs ob’ an order on the 2nd of No’ , 1896, for a 
farther and better affidavit as to two of the interrogatories, and the costs 


were in thé case of each of the three orders geserved. The action came 
on for trial before Byrne, J., who, on the 14th of April, 1897, delivered 
Lr roy A. = the plaintiffs, whose costs were oe to be taxed, 
and y the defendants. The judgment was passed entered, no 
mention being made of the costa wad had been reserved. The matter 
having conie before the taxing-master, he refused to allow the plain 
the reservéd costs without a — order. Thereupon the present 
application was made by the plaintiffs for a direction that the costs 
reserved by the three ano should bo eld Se is See 
Braye, J., having reserved judgment for of 
other judges of the Ohancery Division, now ( 
the costs reserved by the two earlier orders ee ee by the defen- 
dante, and those reserved by the order of the 2nd of 
paid by the defendant Bywater. As 
application, although the practice in the office. of 
varied, yet as the plaintiff had neglected to sce 
included the costs in the judgment in accordance with the Geoions pis 
in the case of Hodges v. Hodges (25 W. R. 162), but had the 
judgment to be passed and entered without mentioning the costs in 
gee he, the plaintiff, must pay the costs of the present application. 
lordship then stated the directions as to costs of interlocutory 
tions, mentioned elsewhere, laid down by 


5 


i 
F 
eF 


entered.—Counsmn, F. Dodd ; 
Ry ; Disturnal. Soxscrrons, Templer, Down, ¢ Miller ; A. 
qePoul ¢ Sm, for Bickley, Lynen, $ Bickley, Birmingham; Belfrage $ 


(Reported by Nzvittz Tessutt, Barrister-at-Law.]} 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


VAN GRUTTEN v. FOXWELL AND OTHERS. Div. Court. 6th August. 


Practice —Durenpants’ Arrzan to Hovss or Lorps—Naw Tatar 
OxpzrEp—Morion ruatr Jvpement or Hoves or Lorps SHOULD BE 
MADE AN OnpER oF THE Drvistonat Covrr. 






@. D. WEBSTER & SONS (LIM.) ». VINCENT. Div. Court. 6th 
August. 


Paicrrcs—Morrow yor Jcnoment on Daravur or APrRARANCS BY DavenD- 
ant—Evipance—R. 8. C., orp. 19, xn. dQ: amp onp,. 27, z. 11. 










the costes of the present |’ 





Tn this case counsel moved that 
plaintiff firm with costs. He etatedt 


should be entered for the 
appearance had been entered 


Fare 


sty 





‘us Court INCE Sid OOLLINS, JJ. the application, 
codeweh jahguanh to tr canenad tar tae in of 
ge ee a Lush. Soxrscrrons, Bell, Brodrick, ¢ Gray, 


T. H. We 
[ Reported by Exsxivs Rew, Barrister-at-Law. } 





Distaass— 
Dszst’’—Scmmary Junisprcrion Acrs, 1848 {11 
& 12 Vicr. c. 43), s. 18; 1879 (42 & 43 Vicr. c. 49), 5. 6. 
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Solicitors’ Cases. 
COURT ». BERIAW AND OTHERS. C.A. No. 1. ‘4th August. 
Panrnansuir—Disso.vrion—Sonicrron Reramsp sy Frau ro. Bare 
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aa 





Acrion Bzronz Dissotvtion—Costs Incurnrep Sunszquent to Dissoiv- 
Tion—Liasitity or Rermimc Partrnsern—Partnersutr Act, 1890 (53 & 54 
Vier. c. 39), s. 17 (2); 8. 36 (3). 
from the decision of the Divisional Court (Wills and Grantham, 
JJ.), in an action brought by ° solicitor upon his bill of costs against 
three defendants as partuers in a firm of ‘‘I. Berlin.” Two of the 
defendants, Brook and Benjamin, were dormant gevtoan, and the other 
defendant, Idel Berlin, was the partner. The plaintiff was 
retained by Idel Berlin to bring an action to senouer a debt due to the 
firm, and commenced an action accordingly. 


While the action was = 
ceeding the nership was dissolved,and Brook and Benjamin retired 
the firm. laintiff, who did not then know that Brook and Benjamin 


were members of the firm nor of the dissolution of partnership, continued 

the action, and judgment was recovered on behalf of the firm. The 
tiff thereupon brought this action, and the defendants Brook and 
jamin contended that they were not liable for any costs Snoumned otter 

the cate of - Gestation of the — ip. JU or 








curred afer the dissolution of 
urt, upon mete to LA taxing- 


ed the deci cor. *:} 
M 'JJ.) allowed 


the 
Esuzr, M.R., said al was retained by Idel Berlin to 
recover a debt due to the firm. Two of the partners in the firm were dor- 
mant —, ond te other ae, Idel Berlin, was the managing 
managing partner had aaa to enter into contenets foe 
















m 3 solicitor should cunduct the action to its 
ope cate contunet, to conduct the o its 












SYéd the plaintiff upon those terms. 
he two me sae me the dormant 


, ers, retired from the 
a ng eee the plaintiff, who was bound to continne 
action, to its diem wnlaair$ur sotae good reason, could the retiring 


partners escape for costs incurred subsequent to their retirement 
Saree cee teeeans nevant the 5 laintiff that he was not to 
with the action at their cost? It was possible that they might have been 


entitled to give him such notice, but certainly without that notice. 
much as contract was one entire contract, they could not ao 
ter their retirement. defendants were 


liability for the costs incurred after 
therefore liable. 


A. L. Surrn and Riery, L. J3., concurréd.—Counsg., Arthur Powell ; E. 
@layton, Souscrtons, W.'H. Court ; Rising § Ravenscroft. 


[Reported by W. F. Ranny, Barrister-at-Law.] 


SOLICITORS ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 
Aug. 5.—Watrer Gzrarp Groner Jonzs, 
» 6.—Joun Enrwistie (formerly of Liverpool). 


»» 6 —Gzorczs Henny Ganrarp (Evesham) and Covrrenay Connaii 
Prancs (Evesham). 


»» 10.—Naroizon Ancuzs (85, Gracechurch-street, London). 
»» 10.—Parcy Bono (18, Queen Victoria-st reet, London). 

9 10.—Hznry Looxszr (Rochdale). 

»» 10.—Rosert Baxter Lownpés (Cheltenham), 

» 10.—Joun Furwess. 

9 10.—Atrrep W. Tyuzr. 

»» 10.—Joszrn Hoxits Yarzs. 





case reported at p. 695 as v. Bisho B a ees Be 
beled fe v. Bishop of Durham, b Fan of the solicitor at t for the 
réspondent should have been given as J. G. Wileon 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, 













Annual Report. 


The following are extracts from the annual report of the Council : 
Vietoria Pension Fund.—Various were made to the Council” 


sion to take in celebra the com of the sixtieth year of the 
Queen’s rei an al they recat cnctel comdunetion, the Council 
assured that the solicitors of England desired equally with all other sub- 
jects of her —— to record their deep appreciation of the me 
event and their loy lS toher. It having been announced 
publicly that meyer 4 her Majesty did not desire to make any a 
gh that charitable and bene 


should be applied in providing ms for life, or for a less period 
secnmaiions seamabens of the profession and ir families, thout any 
qualification or y accordingly appointed a committee te 
collect subscri: , and the of the ession has been 


The administration of the fund 
t Association on terms to 


and additions are made daily. 


Wailer af Members.—The Society now consists of 7,679 neuen 
ie in town and 420 in the country ‘432 new members 
have joined coetoly Saran She past year. The number of solicitors” 
who took out certificates for og 1896 was upwards of 15,300. ~ | 
al Education.—The system instruction to articled clerks, 


PE hag ett yng FH The number of students 
instruction 





VICTORIA PENSION FUND. 
£ 8. d. 
Amount acknowledged wee 7,755 1 0 
» Burton, & Frost, 17, Fenchurch-street, E.C c 5 5 0 
& , 30, circus, E. 220 

Per the Li l Incorporated Law Society 

vens, & Co. Live: 1 21 0 O 
J. F. H. Atkinson gl SE 
Wm. Do. + a 
Banks, » & Taylor Do. ... 2 a 
W. Do. Remees og! ibe 
Batesons & Co, Do. 5210 0 
G. H. Brabner Do. ae ee 


Beoninatione— Tie Sopot table shews the result of the last four 
Preliminary, Intermediate, Final Examinations, as compared with 
the four immediately preceding =» 





Aug. 14, 1897, ~ 
Sons, & Corlett Do 3 3g 
Bremner a Py 39 
W. J. Bird Do. . tee 
Clare & Higa De. . 44 } 
ins e 2 
A. J. Cleaver Do - 2 a 
Collins, Robinson, & Co Do. 5 54 
Edward Corni Do 114 
Rekrigge & Hob De. 11s 
y . 1 
Evans, Lockett, & Co. Do. - 1010 ; 
Field, Son, & Bromfiela Do. - §£ ee 
Forshaw & Hawkins Do. - 6 6% 
Alfred Forshaw Do.  . ia 
Gibbons & Arkle Do. - 10109 
W. F. Gorst Do. « 1a 
Gradwell & Co. Do. . 3 oa 
Sneers, Se —" & Clarke Do. 119 
A. M. 8 Do. 119 
Hill, Dickinom, & Co. Do. 52 10 9 
H. J. Holme Do. 1196 
Morris P. Jones Do. 22398 
Oliver Jones & Co. Do. 10 10 9 
E. L. Lewes Do. 229 
A. J. Mackay Do. 119% 
Mason & Grierson Do. 2298 
Miller, Peel, Hughes, & Oo. Do. 5 5 8 
Nicholson & Pemberton Do. 339 
Norton & Seddon-Smith Do. 3 36 
Peacock ck, Cooper, G & Co De. 10 10 § 
regory, ; 0. 
H. G. Do. 119 
J. M. Gun i & Bros. Do. 5 590 
G. Rockl Do. 1 io 
Sampeons & Co, Do. 220 
F. A. Schierwater Do. 119 
John Sefton Do. . an 
Simpson, North, & Oo. Do. 21 090 
Radcliffe W. Smith Do. 229 
T. Sproat Do. 2290 
Stone, Fletcher, Hull, & Stone ; Do. 15 15 0 
Teebay & Lynch Do. 330 
Toulmin, Lawrence, & Shield Do. 10 10 0 
ae Kenion, & Co. Do. - 101090 
me Pedder, & Co. Do. - 2108 
Weld & Thomson Do. - 101090 
Whitley & Co, Do. - & ta 
Wri ght, Beckett, & Co. (second fencten), Do. . 5 56 6 
Edward Betteley, 14, Finsbury Circus, E.C. . . ei.) 
£8,146 9 0 


with reference to the mode in whiok it would be desirable for the profages: 


response has generous. 
The fund up tothe 15th of June, 1897, amounted to the sum of £7,037 3s.,— 
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Pretmrmary Examination. 
















































































Jur. Ocrosss. Presavaer. May. 
Year. 
1895-96 | 95 37 89 | 39 94 39 15 34 
1306-97] 82 | 40 | 9% | 39 | 77 | SL | MT | 388 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. ; 
Jung. NovemBer. Janvasy. Apri 
Year, |—— — | —— —_—__—___ | ——— — 
Peseta Passed Pestova Passed |Postponed | Passed |Postponed 
1895-96 | 116 | 77 178 96 137 ‘47 156 36 
1593-97 | 161 | 60 180 75 169 25 174 40 
Frvat EXxamis ATION. 
Jumg. NoveMBER. Janvaky. Apait. 
Year. — 
Pom [retonl Passed |Postponed Peet Peet Posed [Podoened 
| 
1895-96 | 193 36 127 | 35 135 40 83 31 
1896-97 | 189 54 160 36 135 54 77 37 

















It will be noticed that 561 candidates passed the Final Examination this 

year, and so became qualified for admission as solicitors, as t 538 in 

the previous year. The number of candidates who passed the 

Examination this year is 372, against 353 last . The number of 

candidates who passed the Intermediate Exam this year is 684, as 
ry af Pgards ti again called to the Society’ 

Registry of Properties.—Attention is 8 
Department, where registers are kept of properties offered & iy | 
mortgage, and of trust and other funds for investment. Particulars of 
these are inserted in printed lists issued every month at a small charge. 
Facilities are thus afforded which have been extensively used, and it is 
hoped that the profession will, as time goes on, make still greater use of 
the registers, as by doing so solicitors, both in town and country, will be 
brought into communication with each other, and be better able to 
negotiate sales, mortgages, and other investments without the interven- 
tion of agents. A Register of Olerkships, vacant and wauted, is also 
kept, and is in daily use. 

Calendar.—A new edition of the work hitherto knowns the “‘ Supple- 


ment to the Calendar,’ containing a short of the society, its 
charters, bye-laws, and regulations, the Acts rela’ to solicitors, and 
other matters of interest to the profession, is now in the press, and will 


shortly be published. 

Records of the Society of Gentlemen Practisers in the Courts of Law and Equity. 
—Some years —— secretary found in the basement of the ted 
Law Society’s a box containing the minute-book and other docu- 
ments relating to the of the above society. The society was 
established in the year 1739, and the minutes continue until the year 1810, 
when they break off abruptly. No farther minutes have been found ; 
but Dr. Freshfield, to whom the Council are ly indebted 
an introduction to the Records, obtained that the society was 
still in existence * Se zoe tee. pi geet Eimer mig 
interest, especially that portion dealing wi society’s litigation 
the Scriveners’ Company, an admirable -of is contained in 
Dr, Freshfield’s introduction. The records, Yigether with 
tion, have been published at the instance of the Council. 

4 i incial meetings. —The Council have had under 





pr 9 + consideration 
the question of making the provincial meetings more useful, and of | 
pouring the holding of mee in a 


greater number of 
centres, and they have recomme as @ rule, not more 
reine ak be al 6s ee 
be paid for by members attending the meeting ; also that the 
expense of excursions and entertainments shall be borne substantially 
members taking part in them. The Council mabe iecies segues 
its tole plans aheer"tes bowen Ppcinsed tor holding’ the meetiz 
, take place after the hours a on 
each of the first two days. Copies of the aor 
recommendations were sent to the Provincial Law 
the sccieties as have commented thereon received: it favourably. 


am 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, on Wednesday, 
the 11th inst., Mr. Sidney Smith in the chair. The other directors 
present being Mosers. William Geare, Samuel Harris (Leicester), J. 0. 


Cheapes), Jobn F. Parker, Richard 
tony dP F. . eg - T. Boot secretary). A sum of 
the association, and other general business transacted. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENT. 

Mr, Tuonnrox Toosoop, solicitor, of 3, New-inn, London, W.C., and 
Wimbledon, has been appointed a Commissioner to Administer Oaths. 
GENERAL. 

It is stated that Mr. Justice Cave has sent in his resignation, in pursuance 
of the intention some time ago. sais ais 3 
The chambers of the registrar ( anies Winding Up), open 
vacation business only on pe Diag vor Wednesdays, and Thursdays, 

in each week, from 11 to 2 0’ 


Mr. Austen Leigh, the pri pal clerk of the Committee office of the House 
of ar, Austen, Leigh, t° Pic retiring at the end of the year after forty- 
five years’ service. He will be much missed by. chairmen of committees, 
who frequently have had ocoasion to, sek, his advice and Rave wey odent 
ble to rely not is intimate knowledge 

able to rely not only om Bie inte” es beloved that ho will bo vuccended 
by Mr. Dickinson. A 


The 

of the death of a woman on the record of court, recently led to her discharge. 
when she subsequentl pete eas tetas fe freien te 
General took her by the arm, and. walking wp to the adge’s stand, : 
“ Here is our dead defendant. I think we ‘ 

the court replied, ‘‘ I think not. 
you will have to go home and die. 
The Attorney-General, sa; 

briefs for the ericket-bat, and has during the pang fou Saye Dt oto leaving 
in matches at his Surrey residence, . Prior to leaving 
for the Orkney Islands, where he will spend the major portion of the, Lang 
Vacation, he was engaged on Saturda in a match 
the Charterhouse eleven, and the diepay  f 

one, his side wianing by the handsome margin an innings a 
The Charterhouse eleven was a strong one; Me. OF Ree: oP 
who made 74, being out to a good catch in the long by Sir 
The total runs made was 198. Sir 


ooge seeker of old Charterhouse boys, and they made 
We *s contribution was 11 not. out... 
The followi 


are the ara; ts made for transacting business: in the 
Probate and Divorce Registries during the Vacation :— 
The i ran wey ae ye Majesty’s 
High Court of Justice will not tax any bill of costs or proceed mpos 
petition for alimony after to-morrow until Monday, 25 
fo thems On Wednesda hoguat 18th, af th every succeeding W: 
to . On , Au 
until October 20th taclanive ane of the sit at the Principal 


Probate Registry, So 
. i and 1 
Wednesday, August 10th, Septet Mt ih, cot 50, will he 
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reservation that it would beimpossible, on account of the Long Vacation, 
to make os sammer and autumn assizes equally approximate, but, subject to 
that, there will be, roughly speaking, about eighty days, both as regards 
Manchester and Liverpool, between assize and assize during the year. The 
next assize will commence at Manchester under the new order on the 8th of 
November, ani at Liverpool on the 27th. Then, when we come to the 
winter, the assize will be brought ae Neve in wo had pray of time, Manchester 
on the 22nd of January, and on the 7th of Fubruary, 
ly a month earlier than at Moonta it. Thea, wha‘ is called Easter 
ich has hitherto, I think, , a8 arule, on the 11th of April, 
commence at Manchester on the 17 April, and a on the 2nd of 
May. The summer assize will at t remain as it is. ‘This will not only 
give an equal period between each assize, with the one exception I have 
i she will give lengthened dates to Manchester. In 
each case it will remove the system which has been found by all as to 
be & very inconvenient system, that of resumed assizes. I may also 
contemporaneously with that there will come ioto force, as I p-seoctorn | 
oo rules which will allow pleadings to be delivered without leave in 
pet oy Vacation after the Ist of October, for those towns where any civil 
fa ee empet before the Ist of December, so that parties will be able at 
and Liverpeel, as I understand it, to begin the action and have 
it tod ot either ester or wk in the autumn, even though not 
started before the Long Vacation.” y Mr. 
Bruce iminal Court, 


ia 


similar statement was made 








Waayxime to wrenpixc Hovss»Purcuasers anv Lessezs.—Before pur- 
tia, Tod, house, have the Sanitary Arrangements peg, of 

and Reported Upon ay an Expert from Messrs. Carter 
Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of full 
(Ketablished 21 years.)—[Apvr. ] 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
Lonilon Gasette,—Faivay, Aug. 6. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 





‘King st, Cheapside. J. & sol: 
. pan erie Lavxpryr Co, ——- on or before 
to send their names addresses, and of debts or claims, 
to J Candler Edward Frederick 16, Goldamith gardens, Acton 
tor Co, Laurren—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 2, 
to be before the Vacation Judge ‘einesiay, Aug 18. Davidson & 
Morrias, 40, Queen Victoria st, for . WN must reach the 
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earing 


Laurtep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31 
J poner 


s 


he partiouioce of thik’ GW te' althdi, te Sith Gecden en Mevenn, ail 
Wi Hamilton's L Co, L —Creditors ai ired, es so salll 
oopuams Logyse Lavuypay IMITED a on or 
to send their aaines ent ol and the a Be x bstore Gove 
Chapman th Clients ian nanan ee 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Friexpty Bengrit Socizty or Mex, National School, Kingsteignton, Newton A! 
Devon, July 21 , = 


London Gasette.—Tunspay, Aug. 10. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
caer tapeog reo 


 -} — SyxpicaT ted Aug 4, directed 
ug to 


Oct 27. Blachford 4 rd & Oo, Walbrok, petn Notice 
on solors for er. 

- must reach the above-named not 6 o’clock einer. » Notice of 
Asusounye GoLp Sine, Lameap—Cpeliiens perl mie goed on or before Nov 23, to send 
their names and addresses, with to their debts or claims, to Paul Bevan, 


Barrisu Waite D_Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 21, to 
their eases, and the debts or ph aig Alfred 


names 8 particulars of their 
ee House, Walbrook. Hays & Co, 31, Abchurch lane, ‘cin to 
Dawson Deve.orment y= api or Barrisa Cotvumsia, Linirep—Creditors are re- 
uired, on or before Sept 29 their names addresses, and of their 


bts or claims to Fink & Co, East Todia 
aca Horst, Buxtox, Laurr: - 
their names and oddiceeen, endl the 


avenue 
are required, on or before » Sent 15 So ome 
ee putiedon'al their debts or claims, to Thomas 


Rawsrzon & Co, Limitep Nae are be meng Of OF Before Aug l4;to 
fond Bank bide — particulars of their debts or claims, to J. H. 
Sours AFRICAN ‘ATES AXD Miyixa Co Comee)_Suelives ene 
Seas ayo eens ee naiate names and addresses, and Se thir de 
RF airn Cochrane, 21 Gt St Helen’s. Snell & Co, 2, George st, 
Wicas axp ned Coat Co (Limrrzp)—Creditors are on or before A to 
names and Ae, and ‘too partionlase of their dabee or claims, tor Devah 
5, Fenwick st, ntiverpoal 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Rutan Castie Sick axD Reman Seomer Socrery, 52, oe Oone vwww kings ~ B. 
Viviiy as Civs, Plough Inn, Berkham B .. <4 Hertford. 


before 
te or or chains, 
House, 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Turspay, July 27. 
Ancues-Burton, Burtox, Conservative Club, 8t James’s st, Esq Sept 30 Babingtony 
Archer-Burton, Romer, J Pearce & Keele, Southampton 


London Gasette.—Faipay, July 30. 
Garr atinn S” Ganon ae nr Mold, Flint, Farmer Sept 15 Rees v Griffiths, 


Perceval, ALExanpes GientwortH Pavt i Swe, 16 Reunion, Cannes, On 
‘oS Oct 1 Bt Hon Lord Muncaster v Perceval, 


Svnoasy, Fuosan as ingen upon, Hull, Seed Crusher Sept 18 Fox v Suddaby, 
Wis0n, Huseer Kurranwas, Stockport, Ohester A 30 Bent v Wilson, 
tee 7 ug tley Registrar, 
London Gasetie.—Turspay, Aug. 3. 


B Fara: Joux, ’ 
EAMIGH, NCIS say, Lincla' ian fig Sept 30 Woodhead & Cov Gray 





= | sonst, aie Seuthampton Sept 10 Sowton v Sowton, Romer, J Sowton, 














Pustasas, Wavree, Bolton, Plumber Bolton Pet July 
Ponceer, "Witton Bac Boss, Durham, Plumber Durham 


Piatr, Ropsrr ets ‘Wolverhampton, 
Farmer iar Rowand, Rudge, Ora July 81 


Rayson, a ih Ricuarp Canrzx, Wimbledon, Law 
Clerk Kingston, Surrey Pet Aug 4 Ord Aug 4 


Szapovsye, a 

———— i 
on aed — 
Bangor Pet July17 Ord Augé 


sgl ar oer Mant 
July 30 Oni hide oo Wimbledon High pe 
Gzoncs Gosport, Chemist Portsmouth 


Pet Aug 3 Aug 8 
Toaxzr, James, Staxton “ ies Innkeeper 


Scarborough Pet Augs Ord 
Amended Notice substituted f in the 
teat rr * 
Land Agent Man- 
Aonyoore: gesun Ont sae as 


ORDER. RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER. 
Lace 
Donmnee™ Mak Sisto Ot Tale hn 


July 30 Ord iar 9 
, Draper Burnley 


Ae tcey en Oley cs a Ane 16 04 988 
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eon, WiLL 
ie at i215 Off 28, Stonegate, York 
Arewssp, © Wittiax ae Parrzz, 
Beerh: keeper Aug 2 at 11 115, 


Rochester 

Bacssaws, Antuur, VU} Thames st, Engineer Aug 13 

at2.90 Bankruptcy Caney ak 

Bamerow, Evwagp, and Ricnénp Busy, 
Halifax, Woollen Aug Wat 1.30 Of 
Ree, To 

Rasees, oe Jane, aa Aug 17 at 


Booms, Jas Sas, Be "Bradford, Ms Tiusic ee Aug 16 at 11 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 
Burt, Joux Thom Darexwaran,  Custicle Photographer 

hag 17 at 3.30 Of st, Carlisle 


Curizy,C R, East Ham, Essex, Builder Aug 13 at 12 
Bankru} 


ww 


Aug l4at2 Off Rec, 8, King 


VWERALL, WILLIAM Ricwarp » Epwa 

ae cman and ‘Ang 19 at 11.80 Of 
Ree, 42, St =— 

Farrex, Hewryr, Stoke Newington Aug 16at11 Bank- 

Gua0s Azyano, Braden, Agent Aug 16 
<> AL ug 

: Off Rec, 31, Manor row. i iedtend 
Pal. mes Aug 13et11 


GnissEu1, Gnotan fituny, Werhannon, Grocer Aug l4 
at 12.30 County Court Northampton 


* Jous, Lancs, pe heres 18 at 1.80 
Hace pg re Aug 


Honesor, yh Hull, Labourer Aug 13 
, Jonny Kingston upon 


Halif  ~ ere 
oe. bam ax. ug 
10.30 Off Ree, Townhall Halifax 

a ee Ley Pg eg Glam, Aug 17 at 
ae _— 


Merchant Aug 13 at 12 
KastexsenG, Jacos, Senet, Suitioes Aug 17 at 11.30 
Lapsury Haney, W: Carpenter AugiSat3 Of 
Waleall 
the Moor, Devon Aug 13 at 12 Reo, 13, 
circus, Exeter 
Le. a een Tyre Manufacturer 
LgavVesLey, yet Leicester, Bo Boot Man Aug 
16 at 12.30 Off Ree, 1 
Bankru; bldgs, Carey st 
Lirmax, Jean Gavi Victoria + > pacmmmaaaaeal 
Mercer, Hensy, Sheffield, Agent Aug 13 at 
2.30 Off Rec, Figtree 
St Paul’s eq, Bedford 
‘ol n, Farmer 
Leicester 
Ang 16 at 12 66, High st, 
Savisses’ Temes Hexry, Bermondsey Aug 16 at 12 
Boone Tio Anglesey, Grocer Aug 13 
RTS, OMAS, + , 
ati? Ship Hotel Bangor’ 
bidgs, Carey 
Buosrixc, Wy Hy orfolk, Builder Aug 14 
A Bae a ine ae he ug 
Warcins, wien A, party ae Boot Dealer 
Aug 17 at il Off Ree, 29, Queen st 
Ree, 8, orwich 
Waienr, Louis B, mae Ang 13 at 3 Off Rec, 9, 
Temple chmbrs, Temple aynue 
Apaus, Wissen Henny 
ham 29 Ora July o 
ALcock, Jor ae RIGHT, Wisbech 8 


Godalming, 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Larpent, Jonw Mztvitt pz Hocuzrrep, Widdecombe in 
Bedford 
Aug 18 at 11 23, Colmore 
1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Lzowanp, Huwny Tuomas, Brockley, Kent Aug 13 at 2.30 
Aug 13at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Newsoutp, Witu1aM Hewry, Laton, Straw Hat Manufac- 
office, 
Boot Manufacturer Aug 13 at 
ptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Raysox, ay Leicester Aug 13 at 12,30 Off Rec, 1, Ber- 
Sepewicx . a Aug 18 at 11 Bankruptcy 
Bao, Janes Rowan Romeee We iaWyaltatastow, Builder Aug 13 at 
ie Eview Basar, Gt Yarmouth Aug 14 at 12.20 
nen 
Birming- 
sLynn Pet July 0 oe oor” 
Gaenais Tania Leote Pet 


—; ee 
Jul Ord July 
pA hag foun Day Lancs, Land Agent Man- 


a eet et July 15 Ord Aug 4 
inson, Wituiam, Kirkgate, Tadcaster, Hairdresser 
York Pet Aug 8 Gus Bags : 


Avitwanp, Wittiam Tuomas po Rt ges Frindsbury, 
= Keeper Pet July 17 ar | 
a dag A.sert, Brecon, Insurance Agent Hereford 
Pet July 31 Ged duly St 81 
ae lee Ee ea 
ug Ug 
Browz, Witt1am Hewr 5 Belated, School Furnisher Bristol 
Doe ft net ett scm, Cun, Pompe 
oun Tom NKWAT: 
Carlisle Pet Aug3 ae ius 


Const Hawny Masao Bloomsbury 
Court Pet Aug's Bonaon y me 


Dexxey, Jony, , Grocer’s Assistant Poole 
Pet July 96 Ord July 90 


Hull Kingston upon Hull’ 





Cadeater, Yuu, antieme Ang? Va, Blew 


aes Bradford, Cabinet Maker Bradford 
Engine Tenter Halifax Pet 


London Gazette —Tounsvay, Aug. 10, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Bradford, Furniture Dealer Bradford 


wae a ee Bradford 
Pet 
eke Ord Aug 4 


See - 


6 
ene Aas Ort Ange * nirmingham, Draper's Assistant 
Hudders- 


ee Ord Ang 8 
Huddersfield, Caretaker 
outed Waa tke. Lynn Pet July 27 Ord 
ae ‘Jom, Sulton dock, Salop, Wheelwright 
Hioxy, ‘on te Bir Baker Bir- 
le Beare 


rat ee = a 
Boge ae Bl ee Lithographer Dewsbury 
Sate Ole High 


Instwa, 
a Brighton Pet Aug 5 


nan i oe, Sa, Soa 


Metin, Opda Maker f 
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Aug 19 at 12 
Chémist Aug 17 at 3.30 
Augisat3 Off 

bt Prin- 

es- 
Aug 
Vanaee, Samia, un, Wi Walbrosk, Photo Photo Engraver Aug 
Watza, vy ang Woolwi On Tomeller Aug 18 at 


"11.80 
Wussameon, Asacen a Wottingham, Agent A 
17 at 12 Of Heo Bt Peter's Church walk, Notting. 


‘Woorean, 4 ~ James, Bedford, Builder Aug 17 at 11 
Off Rec, St Paul’s sq, ‘ord 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aprep, Freprnick, Renitesl, Furniture Dealer Bradford 


Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 
Conway, Axpasw, Balham Wandsworth Pet July 2 Ord 
Crosstey, Mancaner Jane ye , Fishmonger 
Tredegar Pet Aug3 Ord Ord Aug 7 . = 
Dnaxz, Jonx yy fees eweller Bradford Pet 
ao Taouas, = 
Gussantz, Ramon Lesdinaiabie: Caretaker Hudders- 
field ORY 5 
Ha Jou, Maddock, Salop, Wheelwright 
"Madieiey Bet Augé Ord Aug 6 
’ Hearey, ep hay, be inter Ashton 
Binvge, jour Guonat, MS Calton High Court Pet 
Hionan, Wiuiax Stari, Liverpool, Tailor Liverpool 
Ord Aug 6 
wes Ty » Dealer Brighton Pet Aug 4 
Lost, Gzonor, Hope Owen, nr Mold; Flints, F 
Wrexham Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug & < ties 
wee et Paraicx; Truro, Draper Truro Pet 
Mantis, Joux Wintaas, Draper Wol- 
Pet July ayia Ord ug 
Mavp, Isapetia, Brad Pet Aug 7 Ord 
bei ~y , Fas Cardiff, Dairyman Cardiff 
Pet Atng 6 Ord Aug 6 
ae oe Liverpool, Traveller Liverpool 
—" , Plumber Bolton Pet July 
pre 178 YN Paint Brhsh Maker Walsall 
Fett ag fed Tailor Leeds Pet AugS Ord 
Raysox, Cuantzs Ricuarp Carrs, 


Cletk Wimbledon, Law 
eacahone. Ord 





** Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 

Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 53s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
260. 6d.; by Post, 28s, 6d, SoxricrroRs’ 
JOURNAL, 26s. 6d. ; by Post, 28s. 6d. Volwmes 
bound at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law 
calf, 5e. 6d. 


ADVANCES ON NOTE OF HAND WITHOUT 
SURETIES. 
lets dl & CO., af i, 





; Drugs Won Won't Do. 


iia, oe TRIAL OF 
SOMETHING 
THAT WILL DO. 
= Be 


= and mation 
jumpness, 
Gy: AE 


lish . with 
koe 7 alatable, ‘ 


is such a Food Bev: 
as it does, won 
strengthening, 
powers 


Cocoa is not a 

simply what it is claimed to do, 

its sirenerneuies — are 
recogn extent hitherto 
unknown rg the history of any 
preparation. 

Merit, and merit alone, is what we 
claim for Dr. ban end Vi a oe and 

. We are prepared to sen 
reader who names this journal 
postcard will do), a dainty sample 
tin of Dr. Tibbles’ 'Vi-Cocoa free and 
| post paid. 

Dr. Tilljes’ Vi-Cocoa, 6d., 9d., 
and is.6d It can be obtained trom (| 
all Grocers, Chemists. and Stores, or 
from Dr. Tibbles’ Vi- Cocoa, Limi: 
2 61 & 62, Bunhill Row, London, 





THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(Estastisuev 1838), 
e Interests in Real and pessenet 
Property, and terests and Life Policies, and 
"Paid Share and Debenture Capital, £613,725, 


17, KING’S ARMS YARD, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


IFE ASSURANCE POLICIES 
WANTED for large sums on lives past forty-five. 
Considerably over surrender value given. 
Speedy settlements and highest references. 








Special 
THE IMPERIAL nvsvrawoe company 


toarep, FIRE. 
Established 1808. 


1, O14 E.O., 22, Pall Mall, 8.W., and 47, 


Subscribed 
T 








| iat ct and LIFE INTERESTS 
in LANDED or FUNDED eg dene 


Leon 000. Set 


F; H. CLAYTON, } Becretasies. 


JERSEY GRAND HOTEL 


The Only First-Class Modern Hotel. © 
Charmingly situated facing the Sea, 
Best Appointed Leading Hotel in 

Channel Islands. 


Liberal Management. A 
D. DE LEIDI, Manager, — 


NEW PALACE STEAMERS (LTD,) 


GREATLY REDUCED FARES to and from MARGA! 
ied ws and“ KOH-I-NOOR.” DA’ 
? verge A | 4s.; First Saloon, 5s. Return, =~ 
ULAR SAILINGS BY 
A MARGUERITE to MARGATE 








3. al 
Fenchurch-street at 9.35 and ry pt Ls 
from St. Pancras at 9.40 a.m. rr 


OYAL SOVEREIGN to MARGATE 





Fea ig eng 
O8-L-NOOB to SOUTHEND, Mi 
GATE, mareescE, on Try Sundays, Y 
ondays. Leaves Old Swan Pier at 8.30 a.m. F. 
1A! BELGIQUE to SOUTHEND, M 
Baturders (Special Train from » Fenchurch egy 
8.20 a.m.), from Ostend on followin 
10.30 a.m., due at Fenchurch-street utes at 9.10 
GREATLY REDUCED FARES to and from M 
by “ROYAL SOVEREIG N” and “KOH-I-NOOR.” DAY 
wiper fall ‘only to TE. BARLOW: Managen 
50, King William-streek IC. 4 fe. 
JOHN GERMAN, SON, & BEVEN, — 
AND AGENTS, SURVEYORS 4&4 AUCTIONEERS 
659 and 60, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 
Country Offices : 
AsuBY-pe-La-Zoucn, LeicesTERsHire. 
CuartTiey, STAFFORDSHIRE, 
Wieser, Dexsysare. 


Krvestox, Norrs. 


Telegraphic Address, 
EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Ad mace 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of tis 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c, 


 Cogitate, Londen.” 





ROBES FOR QUBEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS, 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


ge for Registrars, 
and Olerke of the Peace, 


Conpeneliiaiila Universityand Clergy Ge 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94 CHANCERY LANE, Lomndll 


EPPS’S COCOAINE 


COOCOA-NIB EXTRAOT. 
(TEA-LIKE.) 
otoA ee a up beans 
mm being sub; to a powerful hy 
forth their excess of oil, lea’ 


water, has the co 
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